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ABSTRACT o1 < o 7 L e ‘ T
sl e To i o The problew under imvestigatiion is the testing of .
tha value of the student teacher-cooperating teacher relatfiorship in
proscting studaat teacher behavioral gsins and the values of carcful . C
seiection of cooperating teaclers. The procedure uscd for the sorting
o8 the sajor Ladependent variabie--ccoperating teacher . =~ . © Y
effectivenens~-wvag to intervies the student teacher at the begimning,
niddla, and end of his student teachimg experience. The saaple
cotsistel of 50 studeat teachars froas the University of Utah, with
cooperating teachers from the Salt Lake City metropolitan area. . o
Statistical analysis consisted of one-way anmalysis of variance, a few .
't testd, several factor apalyses, and a correlatioa analysis. The '
data did not provide safficieamt evidence to conclude that careful
selection of Cooperating teschers definitely pays dividemds. .
_Consideriag tie severe liaitations of the saaple, the dissonant -
sataré of the literature, and the methodology used in this study, -
fucther renearch is indicitsd, preferably conducted with randonm .
Assiganent to groups ccadimed with pre- amd post-testing. (ABH)
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Some Relatioqships Betwnen btudent Teachers rmsom&wi%»usaﬁunsﬂﬂ

DUCED EXACTLY #S RECEIVED F|

Perreptions of Cooperatitig Teachers and ”‘ﬁ*“ﬁg“%ﬁmﬂ“w"gfs
. : INATING IT INTS OF VIEW OR OPIN-
: O\anges 1n Student Teachers : N e DO NOT NECESSAHILY
REPAESENT QFFICIAL OFPZE 0% €DY-

CANON POSI“\OI' OR POLICY

aruden‘ teac'ning."(l& 1.2) Brim, (2) reporting on

?z-;-- NN

..the mdnc quuti.on of chauging sttitudea tcaaid c.‘uldren. disclosed that




‘ The attitudes this teacher (the coopetatin:q tenchet) holds,
the kind of receptivity heé creates, the fecling he has about
shuring and cooperating with this beginner will all go into
establishing a climate for the student teacher . . . thus,
positively or negatively, the supervising teacher es ublishes
en atmosphere for the st.xdent teacher.(l 129)
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duting the assignment. sin:l lary“' concluded that "whethet the apprehension ¥

en cooperating teachet and student
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34so cited
vision nor the

‘ teachers show significantly grea*er .nfluence on stuﬁent teachers aLtitudes

SRS

wotking telanionship v*Lh the student teacher. and. (3) for that reason, only

y_ )..‘r‘,-"“.' G

suitlble nodeia shou;d setve as cooperating teachers.‘ The problem under
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Whether.one ch oses to accept the u.ost able" tem of Bﬂnkvand Curtis
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bear‘unOﬂ the student teacher 8 behx *or and attitudes. It matt'rs little

K

Ib‘il not open to dnbate i';’. i Thia ﬁércepfual difference
thl f.mdanental cause of human relations problems. Rgality

\‘Mh- ia. werm bccause thc atudent teag_!;gr .“ the only ,
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85 L - . »,1- PRI T e




atudez_)t ‘ eaching‘experience. This ptocedure usually eatablished consistent

aily dealcribed u vam and friendly 1nd1viduals. Thty were typically

kp uu.ozy, u n gtoup, verc ulso 1r.con-
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authoritarianf But the clear beh.avior pr.:- e‘x"n‘ as pércelvéd by the stﬁden‘c

not 1nterested 1n thexr s;.udent teachers. They lacked buman warmth and

difﬁculty through> a bianing of the data. One wou]d suspect thaf the




tn= Minnesota Teachors' Attitude

.Inventory, Time Budget Analysis, Flander 's Technique o£ Lnteraction
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i:ha’ P value s slightly belmr the rejection region (soe Table 2), the t‘

H!AI pre and’ poat tutm are not signiﬁuntly different as is shov;n
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V2ANS AND STANDARD DEVIATION FOR THE

"7, MTAL PRE TEST

, POST TEST, AND CHANGE IN MTAI SCORES

R COOPERATING TEACHERS

m.
R o]
3
2
3
o
2
o
T.;
g
172]
B
5
Bae
=
‘2

CCOPERATING
 ACCORDING ‘O

'GROUPS OF
TRACVR

S

e

tmate 1s a-differ

est




”172 6804

1159.125

1954.360

1254 722

31'.90"3

103.438 .

.292 954

77.308

25,915 | ".295 o L

huﬁﬁmt of Studant Teacher ‘ )
chn;c 1.n s:udcnt 'ruchex RIS

toﬁtu.ch &t tie Pnd of the qUarcaE
tion: of ‘Cooperating Teacher
t9 Tuch lt the leginnirg

; Student’ Tuchar hlcttonsﬂp s SR s
n‘me of Change {n Student 'reacher, S



ING TEACHERS |

g

RAT

R COOPE
vely. -

et
udeni: teachexf with hie

F THEL

the st

by

1.202 respe
lues :

ity val

avd

11

.

B

'STANDARD DEVIATION FOR THE

. %iME BUDGET ANALYSIS
. TEACHER RATING OF

MEANS AND

o}

Pl Mg
SN

'S A PUNCTION OF STUDENT







PERATING TEACHERS

THE
0C

OR.
fes

.6 tall

<
2
&

m_,
&
2
3
-4
g
<
m,
g
B
5.
m
_uA.
<

3

fference of 43
3.9%/M<83.3,

is

B
a
g

> INTERACTION ANALYSIS

te 1s a aif

b

¢ fnterval

ot estima
‘ ¢




MEANS AND STANDARD DEVIATION FOR THE B
_ COOPERATING 'TEACHER, STUDENT TEACHEF., AND UNIVERSITY SUPERVISOR QUESTIONNAIRE
AS A FUNCTION OF STUDENT TEACHER RATING OF THEIR COOPERATING TEACHERS
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Ior ehalJenging the major hypothesis of the 11terature.' Certainly there

Depending upon the criterion,

'

cooperating teachers definitely pays dividends.
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Hitneas, for‘exnnple, the ch-nges in HEAI‘scores Vnich are

[OEN

; Hinn otn(s) de-on-tr:ted that 1t ia ctnnon for student:teacher attitudes

LA

Student teachera enter

.:$’~ ey s




£
St

Wk

(e

tul “l.oetion of coopeuting
£ 5T TORR t 1y
: 5




¢isssical hahiou v‘ th rmdo- usignment to sroups along with pre

i e
R :“

‘ 'l‘he prec:lu:naturc cf the problen under 1nvestigation

data Bbtih‘d pﬁ.ﬁt»“m of the mt distinct pictures B




dopefating tea

ent ¢

ncompet

-t
-
Ta
wt
-
©
el
sy
9]
@
-
@
- BN
Q-
S ad
o
m‘
3
L
o
L

[ ]
o
M




‘1 Association for Studens. Teaching Yearbook‘ Board of Editors.
v Concern for the Individuﬂl in Student Teaching, 1963 42 129. )

ERADSLTL P R

By

. 2 Brim, B. J. 'Attituc.e Changes in Teacher Education Students, ;
The Journal of E’lucational Research 1966, 443. e .

3 Brink W. G. ."Ackninistration of Student Teaching Universities .
‘ 1 Which Use Public Schools." qucational Administrat on and .
“8 ervision. 1945. 31, 339- 402. o

4 Connant,‘ James B. The Bducation' of American Teachers. Neu York:
5 HcGraw—Hill 1963.

s Curtis, D. K. and Andrews, L. 0. Guiding Your Student Teacher.
: New York' Prentice-Hall, 1954. : : ,

6 U(':age, N. L. Hsndbook of Re_search on Teaching. Chicago. Rand

Mchlly, 1963. 751. :

. An Analysis of Professional Laboiatory Experiences

7 Goodlad, J. W’
The Joumnal of Teiacher - :.

" 4n the Education of Teachers,"

8 - Gr:l‘fiths. Danieél E. - Human Relations in School Administration. :
New Yorkz Appleton-century—Crofts, 1956 52 56. i

9 Hodenf.ield, G. K. and Stimmett, T.‘ M. The Education of Teachers'
e Cm:flict and Consensuo. lhglewoodCliffs, New Jersey. Prentice-

10 mPamb “E. E.” "A Study of the Attitudes of Student Teachers in
Elementary Education as Relsted to Attitudes of Cooperating
Teachers.'. Unpuolishsd dissertation. Nortnem Illinois g

11 . HcAulsy, J. D. ‘ "Hou Huch Inf nence Bas a Cooperating Teacher?"
' m Journu. of Toaohcr Education, 11:7°-81 March 1960

; 12 ’d“o ‘- D- - m. hﬂmﬂ Of S“P‘M'insh‘l‘eacherg_ | The »ij
mxmm___ 1961. 12. 471-475. :

n.._-.h.:' vmlinthe United States.
1960, 260. . : ‘

_ Phase IIt A c@ arison oo
_i_.g ?ro-Ssrvics Teacher Training.
1 3- (3 : :



ing Teachers Toward

Unpublished Masters

1966, 112.

Student Teachers.

45
@
oM
o
04
o
" Q
. Q
w
-l
. |
-
S
LAl
]
ol
[
o

Wilkins, George R.

Elementary School




